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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Objections 

1. Claims 8 and 9 objected to because of the following informalities: 

Claims 8 and 9 recite . .said loop bandwidth. . It appears as though they should recite 
-said wide loop bandwidth-, in order to correspond to claim 7. A similar condition exists for 
claims 30,31,44 and 45. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming 
the subject matter, which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claims 1-16, 18-23, 33 and 35-38 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 1 recites . .wherein said tuner has an acquisition time of less than half of said 
frame rate. . in lines 5 and 6. This limitation is confusing. A frame 'rate' is a measure of 
frames-per-second but an acquisition time is merely a measure of time (for example 
milliseconds), therefore it is unclear how the acquisition time could be equal to a frame 'rate'. 

Claims 2-16 are rejected because they depend on claim 1. 

Claim 6 recites ". . .said tuner's local oscillator reference frequencies." There is a lack of 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 
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Claims 10 and 22 recite that the TDM signal is a TDMA signal. This limitation is 
confusing because the TDM signal is received over a 'cable input' as recited in claims 1 and 17, 
but TDMA is a wireless protocol. 

Claims 1 1 and 23 recite that the TDM RF signal is further multiplexed with CDMA. 
This limitation is confusing because CDMA is a transmission protocol and not an actual signal 
itself, thus it is unclear how can it be multiplexed with the TDM RF signal. Furthermore, 
CDMA is a wireless transmission protocol, thus it is confusing how and why such signals would 
be received by a 'cable input', as recited in claim 1 and claim 17. 

Claim 12 recites ". . .said tuner's components. . ." There is a lack of antecedent basis for 
this limitation in the claim. 

Claims 16 and 33 recite that the demodulator uses a first and second modulation type. 
This limitation is confusing. Demodulators demodulate signal that have been modulated for 
transport. So it is confusing how the demodulator 'uses' any modulation type since it does not 
modulate any signals. 

Claims 1 8 and 35 recite that the TDM signal is received during external power loss. It is 
unclear how the TDM signal can be received if there is no power going to the receiver. 

Claims 19-21 and 36-38 are rejected because they depend on claims 18 and 3, 
respectively. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
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A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(a) the invention was known or used by others in this country, or patented or described in a printed publication in this 
or a foreign country, before the invention thereof by the applicant for a patent. 

5. Claims 17 and 34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(a) as being anticipated by Knutson 
(WO 99/3181 1), hereafter referred to as Knutson. 

Referring to claims 17 and"34, Knutson discloses a method for processing cable 
telephony signals (a TDMA multi-line system (see abstract and claim figure 2)), said method 
comprising receiving a time division multiplexed (TDM) RF cable signal from a cable input (a 
TDMA signal is received (see abstract and claim figure 2)) 5 said TDM RF signal comprising 
frames having time slots (the timeslots are in a TDMA epoch (see abstract and claim figure 2)), 
pulsing on a fast acquisition time tuner for an allocated time slot in each of said frames (the \ 
handsets power on during their respective time slots (see abstract and claim figure 2)), said tuner 

i — 

for processing said TDM RF signal (the handset processes the signals during its respective 
timeslot (see abstract and claim figure 2)) and pulsing off said tuner for substantially the 
remainder of time in each of said frames, said frames having a frame rate (the handset powers off 
for the remainder of the TDMA epoch and the frames that he timeslots travel in, inherently, have 
an associated rate (see abstract and claim figure 2)). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth 
in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made 
to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 



Application/Control Number: 09/461,778 
Art Unit: 2662 



Page 5 



7. Claims 1-4,10-16,46 and 48, as best understood, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Beveridge (WO 99/34541), hereafter referred to as Beveridge, in view 
ofKnutson. 

Referring to claims 1 and 10, Beveridge discloses a cable telephony network interface 
unit (a network interface unit (NIU) (see figures 3 and 4 and claim 1)), said NIU comprising a 
radio frequency (RF) cable input for receiving RF telephony signals (the NIU receives cable 
audio/video signals as well as telephony signals (see figures 3 and 4 and claim 1)), and a voice 
telephony device compatible output for providing an output from said tuner to a telephony device 
(the NIU provides voice telephony signals to the subscribers telephone (see figures 3 and 4 and 
claim 1)). 

Beveridge does not disclose that the telephony signals comprise a time division multiplexed 
(TDM) or TDMA RF signal having a frame rate or pulsing on and off the tuner during an 
acquisition time that is less that half the frame rate. However, Knutson discloses a system 
comprising TDM RF signals (a wireless system that utilizes a TDMA protocol (see abstract)) 
having a frame rate (the TDMA packets are transmitted during a TDM epoch (see figure 2)) and 
an acquisition time of less than half the frame rate (the handsets of the TDMA system receives 
data during its respective time slots and the time associated with the time slots are less than the 
time of a TDMA epoch (see abstract and figure 2)) whereby a tuner is pulsed on for signal 
acquisitions and pulsed off between signal acquisitions (the handset is powered on to receive 
packets during its respective time slot and is otherwise powered off (see abstract and figure 2)). 
It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the invention to implement 
these features into the Beveridge system, because such features would make the Beveridge 
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system more efficient, flexible, power efficient and reliable. Specifically, TDM signals provide 
better line utilization and bandwidth efficiency since a dedicated line and its bandwidth do not 
have to be allocated for every connection, thus allowing multiple telephones to communicate 
simultaneously over the same line. This would make the Beveridge system operate more 
efficiently and with increased flexibility. Furthermore, pulsing the tuner on during acquisition 
periods and pulsing off for the rest of the acquisition period of a received frame would reduce 
power consumption of the NIU. This is particularly important in Beveridge because as 
Beveridge mentions when the local power supply fails, the back-up battery with the help of a 
trickle circuit from the cable network are used to power the NIU for lifeline telephony support 
(see claim 1), therefore reducing power usage by the NIU will help save the life of the battery 
and make Beveridge more power efficient and reliable. 

Referring to claims 2 and 3, Beveridge discloses the system discussed above. Beveridge 
does not disclose that the acquisition time is less than one-fourth of said frame rate or less than 
about 5 milliseconds. However, Knutson discloses that the handsets have a receive period equal 
to 2 milliseconds, which is less that one quarter of the TDMA epoch period of 48 milliseconds 
and less that 5 milliseconds (see page 5 and figure 2)). Having such low acquisition times will 
allow for less power consumption since the tuner does not have to be on for a long amount of 
time. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the invention 
to implement this feature into Beveridge because doing so would reduce power consumption. 

Referring to claim 4, Beveridge discloses the system discussed above. Beveridge does 
not disclose that the acquisition time is less than about 1 millisecond. However, having such a 
low acquisition time will allow for less power consumption since the tuner does not have to be 
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on for a long amount of time. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at 
the time of the invention to implement this feature into Beveridge because doing so would 
reduce power consumption. 

Referring to claim 11, Beveridge discloses the system discussed above. Beveridge does 
not disclose that the TDM RF signal is further multiplexed with code division multiple access 
(CDMA). However, It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the 
invention to transport CDMA signals in Beveridge because CDMA signals provide increased 
capacity, interference protection and efficient spectrum, all making the Lifeline support in 
Beveridge more reliable. 

Referring to claim 12, Beveridge discloses the system discussed above. Beveridge does 
not disclose that most of said tuner's components are located on a single integrated circuit. 
However, It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the invention to 
implement the components of the tuner in Beveridge on a single IC because doing so would 
make the tuner more compact and reduce the cost of producing such tuners. 

Referring to claims 13-16, Beveridge discloses the system discussed above. Furthermore, 
Beveridge discloses that the RF telephony signals further comprise a continuous wave CW 
signal, and said tuner is capable of processing said CW signal (the tuner receives and processes a 
continuous audio/video signals that corresponds to cable television and voice telephony signals 
(see figure 3 and abstract)); 

said NIU receives electrical power via said cable input when said tuner is processing said 
TDM RF signal (when the local AC power fails the NIU receives power from the cable network 
through a trickle circuit (see abstract and claim 1 and figure 3)) and receives electrical power 
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from a different source when processing said CW signal (the NIU CTSP is plugged into the local 
AC power supply when it receives television and cable telephony signals and receives power 
from the cable network when the AC power is interrupted (see abstract and figure 3)); 

a demodulator interposed between said voice telephony device compatible output and 
said tuner (the NIU CTSP is used for demodulating any voice calls (see figure 1)); 

said demodulator uses a first modulation type when said NIU receives electrical power 
from an external source (the NIU CTSP receives cable signals when being powered from a 
conventional AC power source (see claim 1)), and switches to a second modulation type when 
said NIU receives power via said cable input (when AC power is lost the NIU receives a power 
signal from the cable network (see claim 1)). 

Referring to claim 46, Beveridge discloses a method for providing lifeline support in 
cable telephony (a method of providing voice call support in a cable system when power is 
interrupted at the customer premises (see figures 3 and 4 and claim 1)), said method comprising 
receiving electrical power from an external power source (an NIU receives power from a 
conventional AC power source (see figures 3 and 4 and claim 1)), receiving a continuous wave 
(CW) RF cable signal from a cable input (the NIU receives cable television and voice call signals 
(see figures 3 and 4 and claim 1)), processing said CW RF signal with an RF tuner (a tuner is 
used to tune to specific cable channels (see figures 3 and 4 and claim 1)), losing power from said 
external power source (power to the NIU is disrupted (see figures 3 and 4 and claim 1)), 
switching to receive said electrical power from said cable input (the cable system sends back-up 
power to the customer premises (see figures 3 and 4 and claim 1)) 
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Beveridge does not disclose receiving time division multiplexed (TDM) RF signals, in place of 
continuous signals, having a frame rate or pulsing on and off the tuner during an allocated time 
slot. However, Knutson discloses a system comprising TDM RF signals (a wireless system that 
utilizes a TDMA protocol (see abstract)) having a frame rate (the TDMA packets are transmitted 
during a TDM epoch (see figure 2)) and pulsing on and off the receiver during allocated time 
slots (the handsets of the TDMA system receives data during its respective time slots and the 
time associated with the time slots are less than the time of a TDMA epoch (see abstract and 
figure 2)) whereby a tuner is pulsed on during the time slots and pulsed off for substantially the 
remainder of the frame (the handset is powered on to receive packets during its respective time 
slot and is otherwise powered off (see abstract and figure 2)). It would have been obvious to one 
skilled in the art at the time of the invention to implement these features into the Beveridge 
system, because such features would make the Beveridge system more efficient, flexible, power 
efficient and reliable. Specifically, TDM signals provide better line utilization and bandwidth 
efficiency since a dedicated line and its bandwidth do not have to be allocated for every 
connection, thus allowing multiple telephones to communicate simultaneously over the same 
line. This would make the Beveridge system operate more efficiently and with increased 
flexibility. Furthermore, pulsing the tuner on during acquisition periods and pulsing off for the 
rest of the acquisition period of a received frame would reduce power consumption of the 
receiver. This is particularly important in Beveridge because as Beveridge mentions when the 
local power supply fails, the back-up battery with the help of a trickle circuit from the cable 
network are used to power the NIU for lifeline telephony support (see claim 1), therefore 
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reducing power usage by the NIU will help save the life of the battery and make Beveridge more 
power efficient and reliable. 

Referring to claim 48, Beveridge discloses the system discussed above. Furthermore, 
Beveridge discloses that the CW RF signal comprises video, data and voice information (the 
customer receives audio and video television signals as well as voice telephony signals from the 
cable network (see figures and 2 and page 2)). 

8. Claim 5, as best understood, is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Beveridge in view of Knutson and further in view of Denny (USPN 5,920,233), hereafter 
referred to as Denny. 

Referring to claim 5, Beveridge discloses the system discussed above. Beveridge does 
not disclose that the tuner comprises fractional-N generated local oscillator reference frequency 
signals. However, Denny discloses a system wherein a tuner uses a fractional-N reference 
oscillator signal (see column 4 line 64 and column 5)). It would have been obvious to use such a 
feature in the Beveridge system because such a signal will provide the tuner to lock onto the 
proper incoming signal, thus making sure the signals of Beveridge are properly synchronized. 
This is particularly important in Beveridge because the signals in Beveridge are audio, video and 
voice signal and are required to maintain proper timing to properly be understood by the users of 
the system. 
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9. Claims 6-9, as best understood, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
oyer Beveridge in view of Knutson and further in view of Birleson (USPN 5,847,612), hereafter 
referred to as Birleson. 

Referring to claims 6-9, Beveridge discloses the system discussed above. Beveridge does 
not disclose generating said tuner's local oscillator reference frequencies with multiple phase 
locked loops (PLLs), wherein said PLLs comprise a wide loop bandwidth and wherein said loop 
bandwidth is greater than said reference frequencies or greater than about lKHz. However, 
Birleson discloses a system wherein a tuner comprises multiple PLLS generating the tuner's 
local oscillator reference frequencies (see figures 2 and 3 and columns 5 and 6)), wherein the 
PLLs are wide loop bandwidth greater than the reference frequencies and greater than 1 KHz 
(see figures 2 and 3 and columns 5 and 6)). It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art 
at the time of the invention to implement these features in the Beveridge system because, as 
Birleson points out in column 5 lines 47 and 48, such features would enable the tuner to get good 
close-in phase noise characteristics. Furthermore, proper tuning operations are important 
because signals in Beveridge are audio, video and voice signal and are required to maintain 
proper timing to properly be understood by the users of the system, especially systems that 
implement Lifeline functionality, as Beveridge does. 

10. Claim 47 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Beveridge in 
view of Knutson and further in view of Bridger et al. (USPN 6,272,209), hereafter referred to as 
Bridger. 



Application/Control Number: 09/46 1,778 Page 1 2 

Art Unit: 2662 

Referring to claim 47, Beveridge discloses the system discussed above. Beveridge does 
not disclose that sending an alert signal to a cable plant after said loss of power from said 
external source, to inform said cable plant of said loss of power. However, Bridger discloses a 
system wherein Lifeline support is provided to a DSL modem in case of power loss at a 
customers premises, wherein when the power is lost the customers equipment sends a 'last gasp' 
message to the DSL Line Terminating equipment (LTE), which alerts the network that the 
customer is experiencing a power outage (see abstract and column 6). It would have been 
obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the invention to implement this feature in 
Beveridge for many reasons. For instance, sending a message to the cable head-end in Beveridge 
that the external power has been lost will be quicker than the head-end having to detect such a 
condition on its own. Also, such a message would give a definite indication to the head-end that 
the power was lost, instead of the head-end having to determine if the power was lost which may 
not be a foolproof method. In both cases this makes the Beveridge system more reliable, which 
is very important in Beveridge because the cable system is to provide Lifeline support to the 
customer in cases of emergency. 

11. Claims 17-19, 21-26, 32-36 and 38-40, as best understood, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Gerszberg et al. (USPN 6,546,016), hereafter referred to as 
Gerszberg, in view of Knutson. 

Referring to claims 17, 22, 34 and 39 Gerszberg discloses a method for processing cable 
telephony signals (a cable telephony system (see column 28 lines 30-65)), said method 
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comprising receiving an RF cable signal from a cable input (a voice calls are received over the 
cable network (see column 27 lines 38-53)), pulsing on a fast acquisition time tuner for an 
allocated time slot (the cable NIU awakens only periodically to receive incoming data (see 
column 32 lines 18-54)), said tuner for processing said RF signal (the NIU processes the 
incoming RF cable signal (see columns 27-32)) and pulsing off said tuner for substantially the 
remainder of time (the NIU goes into a sleep cycle when its not awake awaiting incoming data 
(see column 32 lines 18-54)). Gerszberg does not disclose that the RF signals are TDM signal 
having time slots and an associated frame rate. However, Knutson discloses a system 
comprising TDM RF signals (a wireless system that utilizes a TDMA protocol (see abstract)) 
having a frame rate (the TDMA packets are transmitted during a TDM epoch (see figure 2)). It 
would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the invention to implement these 
features into the Gerszberg system, because such features would make the Gerszberg system 
more bandwidth efficient. Specifically, TDM signals provide better line utilization and 
bandwidth efficiency since a dedicated line and its bandwidth do not have to be allocated for 
every connection, thus allowing multiple telephones or end stations to communicate 
simultaneously over the same line. Thus, using a TDM protocol, such as that in Knutson, would 
make the Gerszberg system more efficiently. 

Referring to claims 18,19, 35 and 36 Gerszberg discloses the system discussed above. 
Furthermore, Gerszberg discloses receiving an RF signal is received during a loss of power from 
an external source and receiving power from said cable input during said loss of power from said 
external source (the cable network sends power and voice signals through the coaxial cable 
during power outages at the customer premises (see columns 28 and 29)). 
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Referring to claims 21 and 38, Gerszberg discloses the system discussed above. 
Furthermore, Gerszberg discloses receiving and processing a continuous wave (CW) RF cable 
signal before said loss of power (the customer premises receives cable telephony and cable 
television signals before any power outage (see columns 27 and 28)). Gerszberg does not 
disclose switching to said receiving of said TDM RF cable signal after said loss of power. 
However, for the same reason stated above in the rejection of claim 17, it would have been 
obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the invention to implement a TDM system, such as 
that taught by Knutson in the Gerszberg system. 

Referring to claim 23, Gerszberg discloses the system discussed above. Gerszberg does 
not disclose that the TDM RF signal is further multiplexed with code division multiple access 
(CDMA). However, It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the 
invention to transport CDMA signals in Gerszberg because CDMA signals provide increased 
capacity, interference protection and efficient spectrum, all making the Lifeline support of 
Gerszberg more reliable. 

Referring to claims 24, 25 and 40, Gerszberg discloses the system discussed above. 
Gerszberg does not disclose that the acquisition time is less than one-fourth of said frame rate or 
less than about 5 milliseconds. However, Knutson discloses that the handsets have a receive 
period equal to 2 milliseconds, which is less that one quarter of the TDMA epoch period of 48 
milliseconds and less that 5 milliseconds (see page 5 and figure 2)). Having such low acquisition 
times will allow for less power consumption since the tuner does not have to be on for a long 
amount of time. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the 
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invention to implement this feature into Gerszberg because doing so would reduce power 
consumption and save energy. 

Referring to claim 26, Gerszberg discloses the system discussed above. Gerszberg does 
not disclose that the acquisition time is less than about 1 millisecond. However, having such a 
low acquisition time will allow for less power consumption since the tuner does not have to be 
on for a long amount of time. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at 
the time of the invention to implement this feature into Gerszberg because doing so would 
reduce power consumption and save energy. 

Referring to claims 32 and 33, Gerszberg discloses the system discussed above. 
Furthermore, Gerszberg discloses demodulating an output signal from said tuner (signals output 
and input to the tuner at the customer premises are inherently modulated and demodulated so that 
they can be carried to other elements of the network (see figure 1)); and 

using a first modulation type when electrical power is received from an external source 
(the NIU receives power for the cable modem when there is no power outage at the customers 
premises (see column 32)), and switching to a second modulation type when electrical power is 
received via said cable input (only voice bandwidth (4Mhz) is supplied after a power outage at 
the customer premises (see column 32)). 

12. Claims 20 and 37, as best understood, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Gerszberg in view of Knutson and further in view of Bridger et al. (USPN 
6,272,209), hereafter referred to as Bridger. 
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Referring to claims 20 and 37, Gerszberg discloses the system discussed above. 
Gerszberg does not disclose that sending an alert signal to a cable plant after said loss of power 
from said external source, to inform said cable plant of said loss of power. However, Bridger 
discloses a system wherein Lifeline support is provided to a DSL modem in case of power loss at 
a customers premises, wherein when the power is lost the customers equipment sends a 'last 
gasp' message to the DSL Line Terminating equipment (LTE), which alerts the network that the 
customer is experiencing a power outage (see abstract and column 6). It would have been 
obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the invention to implement this feature in 
Gerszberg for many reasons. For instance, sending a message to the cable head-end in Gerszberg 
that the external power has been lost will be quicker than the head-end having to detect such a 
condition on its own. Also, such a message would give a definite indication to the head-end that 
the power was lost, instead of the head-end having to determine if the power was lost which may 
not be a foolproof method. In both cases this makes the Gerszberg system more reliable, which 
is very important in Gerszberg because the cable system is to provide Lifeline support to the 
customer in cases of emergency. 

13. Claims 27 and 41, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Gerszberg in view of Knutson and further in view of Denny. 

Referring to claims 27 and 41, Gerszberg discloses the system discussed above. 
Gerszberg does not disclose that the tuner comprises fractional-N generated local oscillator 
reference frequency signals. However, Denny discloses a system wherein a tuner uses a 
fractional-N reference oscillator signal (see column 4 line 64 and column 5)). It would have 
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been obvious to use such a feature in the Gerszberg system because such a signal will provide 
the tuner to lock onto the proper incoming signal, thus making sure the signals of Gerszberg are 
properly synchronized. This is particularly important in Gerszberg because the signals in 
Gerszberg are audio, video and voice signal and are required to maintain proper timing to 
properly be understood by the users of the system. 

14. Claims 28-31 and 42-45 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Gerszberg in view of Knutson and further in view of Birleson. 

Referring to claims 28-31 and 42-45, Gerszberg discloses the system discussed above. 
Gerszberg does not disclose generating said tuner's local oscillator reference frequencies with 
multiple phase locked loops (PLLs), wherein said PLLs comprise a wide loop bandwidth and 
wherein said loop bandwidth is greater than said reference frequencies or greater than about 
lKHz. However, Birleson discloses a system wherein a tuner comprises multiple PLLS 
generating the tuner's local oscillator reference frequencies (see figures 2 and 3 and columns 5 
and 6)), wherein the PLLs are wide loop bandwidth greater than the reference frequencies and 
greater than 1 KHz (see figures 2 and 3 and columns 5 and 6)). It would have been obvious to 
one skilled in the art at the time of the invention to implement these features in the Gerszberg 
system because, as Birleson points out in column 5 lines 47 and 48, such features would enable 
the tuner to get good close-in phase noise characteristics. Furthermore, proper tuning operations 
are important because signals in Gerszberg are audio, video and voice signal and are required to 
maintain proper timing to properly be understood by the users of the system, especially systems 
that implement Lifeline functionality, as Gerszberg does. 
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Conclusion 



15. The following prior art, which is made of record and not relied upon, is considered 
pertinent to applicant's disclosure: 

a. U.S. Patent Number 5,717,713 to Natali et al. 

b. U.S. Patent Number 5,1 75,729 to Borras et al 

c. U.S. Patent Number 5,953,318 to Nattkemper et al 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to David Odland, who can be reached at (703) 305-3231 on Monday 
- Friday during the hours of 8am to 5pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Hassan Kizou, can be reached at (703) 305-4744. The fax number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (703) 872-9306. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist, who can be reached at (703) 305-4750. 
deo 
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